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York County Churches 


The story of the colonial churches of York County, Virgmia is of 
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8 Ibid., I, 249. - 
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ment, which had been known as York for ten years previous to this 
date. 6 

The northerly extension of York County was soon limited to the 
Rappahannock River by the formation of Northumberland County in 
1645/ and was still further curtailed by the loss of the area north of 
York River, through the formation of Lancaster and Gloucester 
Counties in j65 r * York County acquired its present limits when the 
territory on both sides of York River, w’est of Poropotank and Scimino 
Creeks, was cut off to form New Kent County in 1654.* 

As in the case of other original shires, it has been assumed that the 
creation of Charles River County carried with it the establishment of 
a coterminous parish of the same name. 10 That this was the official view 
of the colonial government is evident from an act of assembly of 1639, 
appointing tobacco-viewers for Charles River County, the whole of 
which was divided into districts “from the lower side of the parish . . . 
upwards as far as the parish extendeth.” 11 

There is evidence, however, that the unofficial division of the county 
into parishes had begun some years previous to the above date, al¬ 
though the first official recognition of any such new- parish did not occur 
until the following year. It is apparent that each of the earliest settle¬ 
ments in Y’ork County developed independently into a plantation 
parish, bounded only by the extent of population, with the result that 
the county was soon divided into five distinct parish organizations. 

These five seventeenth-century parishes of York County, with their 
extents, were as follows: (1) New Poquoson, from Back River to 
Poquoson River; (2) York, from Poquoson River to Morgan’s Creek; 
(3) Chiskiack, from Morgan’s Creek to Queen’s Creek; 12 (4) Marston, 
from Queen’s Creek to Scimino Creek, and (5) Middle Plantation, 
comprising the settlement of that name between Queen’s Creek and 
Archer’s Hope Creek (now College Creek) and hence lying partly in 
James City County. 13 

The origin and development of the five early parishes, into which 
York County was divided during settlement, may be traced from exist- 

6 Tyler’s Quarterly, I, 238. 

7 Hening, Statutes at Large, I, 294. 

8 Ibid., I, 371. 

9 Ibid., I, 388. 

10 Meade, Old Churches and Families of Virginia, I, 202. 

11 Virginia Historical Magazine, V, 119. 

12 William and Mary Quarterly (3), IV, 155. 

13 Tyler’s Quarterly, I, 238. 
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in this location is evident from the statement by the historian, Henry 
Howe, in 1846, that ‘'about _a_mi le and a half belo w Yo rktown. on 
what is called the Templ e Fa rm, are many old chimneys, indicating 
the site of an ancient settlement, although no trace of its existence can 
be found on this spot today. 17 

Nearjhjs early settlement, at an unknown date, was built the first 
.church of York Parish , in “the o ld fields” whose cultivation had al- 
JW / C read >’ been abandoned for newer and more fertile clearings. Evidence 
/ that this church was built by 1642 is found in a (deed) for 200 acres of 

land, dated 16th January of that year, given by John Chew to Robert 

3nd Henr> ’ L ° Wry ’ “. the p rsent Church Wardens of the pish of 
/t/XVork for their Gleabe,” since the appointment of churchwardens, 
from the very nature of their duties, presupposes the existence of a 
church building. 18 . 

It seems probable that it was a frame building, but no record has 
been found describing it. It was replaced by a new parish church, about 
the year 1667, as revealed by a General Court entry of that date, re¬ 
cording that the contractor for the church of York Parish had been 
required to go on and build it. 19 That this second York church was a 
brick building seems evident from the fact that in 1835, its walls were 
still standing, several feet high, which could hardly have been true of 
a wooden church on the usual low brick foundation. The existence of 
a tombstone dated 1655, within the ruined walls of the second church, 
suggests that both buildings occupied the same site. 

Evidence that this later church was roofed with plank instead of 
shingles is found in the will of Argali Blackstone, made in 1686, which 
gives permission to the vestry of York Parish, if they would cover the 
church with plank instead of clapboards, to use trees on his estate for 
that purpose.'” In colonial church specifications, the word “cover” uni¬ 
formly refers to the roof, and the use of planks for this purpose, instead 
of shingles, is often encountered. In the same testament, Blackstone left 
to the church a silver wine bowl, inscribed with his name, to be pur¬ 
chased out of the sale of a hophead of tobacco. In making this bequest, 
he followed the example of his grandfather, William Hawkins, who left 
York Church “a silver flaggon” at his death in 1655. 21 

_V 7 Howe, Virginia: History and Antiquities, 522. 

'^'7 18 r ° rk County Wills and Deeds, 1645-1649, II, 274. 

19 Mcllwaine, Minutes of Council and General Court, 510. 

20 York County Deeds, Orders, Wills, 1687-1691, VIII, 107. 

21 York County Deeds, Orders, Wills, 1633-1657, I, 254. 
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Temple Field.” 25 Since the contemporary deed of 1769, giving title to 
22 acres of this property, refers to the same site as “the Church Field,” 26 
there does not seem to have been, at that period, any popular miscon¬ 
ception about the identity of the old church’s ruins. 

The earliest known evidence of such a misconception is afforded by 
a military map, made by a French engineer during the siege of York- 
town in 1781 and now in the Library of Congress. 21 On this map, the 
ruins of old York Church are distinctly shown and unmistakably 
marked “Temple”, and this suggests that the misconception may have 
originated with this foreign map-maker, who was familiar with temple 
remains in Europe and failed to realize their incongruity in a newer 
land. 

The historic site of old York Church, together with most of Temple 
Farm, now lies within the Naval Fuel Depot reservation, two miles 
below Yorktown. The church’s brick foundation, which was reported 
as still visible in 1907, 28 can only be dimly traced today with the aid 
of a sounding rod, but appears to have been rectangular with out¬ 
side dimensions of about forty-two by twenty-four feet. The church¬ 
yard wall has entirely disappeared, although a slight trace of its footing 
is evident where it crosses the present road northwest of the church site. 
Many small old bricks, both glazed and unglazed, are in evidence, one 
of the few unbroken ones measuring only 8" x 4" x 2." 

Within the foundation there may still be seen the second oldest 
legible tombstone in Virginia, which marks the grave of Major William 
Gooch, who died in 1655. 29 This slab was reported by Dr. Sheild to 
have been, in 1834, the only entire and unbroken tombstone left within 
the old church’s ruined walls, which were then several feet high, 50 and 
Howe, in 1846, describes it as the only legible stone within the entire 
churchyard enclosure. 31 This ancient monument has armorial bearings, 
and the quaint inscription is well worth recording again: 

*» Tork County Deeds, 1763-69, VII, fol. 312. 

26 Tork County Deeds, 1769-77, VIII, 9. 

27 Map, Environs of Torktown, 1781. (Photostat at the Mariners’ Museum, New¬ 
port News.) 

28 Micou, Colonial Churches, 127. 

29 The oldest legible tombstone in Virginia is that of Mrs. Alice Jordan, who died 
in January, 1650/1, and is buried in the garden at Four Mile Tree, Surry 
County, although the stone has been moved to the plantation graveyard. 

30 Meade, Old Churches and Families of Virginia, I, 227. 

31 Howe, Virginia: History and Antiquities, 522. 
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“Major William Gooch of this [parish] 

Dyed Octob: 29, 1655 

With in this tomb there doth interred [lie] 

No shape, but substance, true [nobility:] 

It self, though young, in years but [twenty-nine;] 
Yet graced with vertucs morall and [divine;] 
The church from him did good [participate] 

In counsell rare fit to adorn a [State.]’ 


It is regrettable that souvenir hunters have chipped away one edge 
of the stone, narrowly missing the date, so that the last word in eac 
line of the inscription has been lost. In the above version, the missing 
words have been supplied from earlier records and enclosed in brackets. 
About fifteen years ago the old church’s site was enclosed by the naval 
authorities within a steel pipe rail carried by wooden posts, now badly 
in need of replacement. A heavy guard of closely spaced pipe cross 
rails was then placed over the gravestone to protect it from further 
vandalism, while a small pavilion was erected to shelter it from the 


weather, as shown in Plate 45. 

When Y orktown was es tabl ished in 1692 , in response to an a cj_gj 
assembly of that vear, calling for 50 acres of land to be bought and laid 
WTorTporthTeach county, 32 the center of government was moved to 
the new location, and the pioneer settlement of York sank into in¬ 
significance. The first pu blic buildin g undertaken at_thenewtown was 
a countv court-house, but it was soon followed by a newchurgh, which 
repfaced as York "Parish Church the qldbrick buildingjjn^Wonncley s 
Creek, and the latter was then abandoned. 33 

This third York Church was built on high ground, overlooking the 
river, near the center of the new town, and is still in service under the 
name of Grace Church. Its exact date of construction is not recorded, 
but is generally accepted as 1697, from a significant entry in the county 
order book. This entry, dated 26th October, 1696, records the follow- 
ing pledge bv Governor Francis Nicholson: 

“I promise to give five pounds sterl’g towards building the cott. house 
at Yorke Town, and twenty pounds sterling if within two years they 
build a brick church att the same towne.” 31 _ 

y 32 Hening, Statutes at Large, III, 

/ S3 Tyler’s Quarterly, I, 238 . 

m Howe. Virginia: History and Antiquities, 520. 
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The church was not built of brick, however, but of blocks of native 
marl, cut out of the York River cliffs in a soft condition, and later 
hardened almost to stone by exposure to the weather. .As originally con¬ 
structed, the building had the shape of a T, with its top lying cast and 
west, forming the main body of the church, and its stem King north 
and south, as a wing projecting from the north side of the main build¬ 
ing, thirty inches west of its center. Both the main church and wing 
were twenty-eight feet wide, outside, the main church being fifty-five 
feet long, over all, and the wing projecting twenty-nine feet from the 
north church wall, with foundation walls twenty-seven inches thick. 
An original water color sketch of Yorktown, found among the papers 
of the British General Simcoe and now owned by the Williamsburg 
Restoration, shows the church with a steeple. The north wing may 
have been a later addition, but no record of its construction has been 
found. 

The third York Church’s commanding position on the river bank 
subjected it to desecration by military use in war, and it suffered heavy 
damages in all three of the major conflicts through which it has passed. 
In the Revolutionary War, it was used as a magazine by Lord Corn¬ 
wallis, and its pews and windows were broken and destroyed, the 
damage being assessed at £100, as recorded in the county archives." 
The old building met with complete disaster in 1814, when it was 
burned, with the court-house, Nelson house and many other structures 
in the town. Contrary to accepted tradition, this conflagration was 
accidental and not caused by the British, although one of their war¬ 
ships was in sight at the time." The ruined church was later rebuilt and 
replaced in service, but during the Federal Army’s occupation of York¬ 
town in the Civil War, a signal tower was erected upon its roof, and the 
old building was dismantled and robbed of its colonial churchyard 
wall. 37 

A tablet recently placed on the west end of Grace Church contains 
the statement that it was partly rebuilt in 1825, which seems to be 
based upon Bishop Moore’s reports to the annual conventions of the 
church. These reveal that, in 1825, the bishop held services in York¬ 
town at the court-house and Nelson House, showing that the church 
had not been rebuilt by that date, but that in 1828, he preached at 
\ orktown “to a respectable congregation,” which is taken to imply 

35 York County Records, Losses in British Invasion of 1781, 79. 

36 Richmond Enquirer, March 9, 1814. 

3T Micou, Colonial Churches of Virginia, 130. 
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The original north wing was not rebuilt when the church was re¬ 
stored to serv ice and the repaired building was given a coat of stucco to 
hide the scars left by the flames. Bishop Meade's statement that the old 
church s extenor became “one solid wall,” through the partial melting 
oi the marl blocks composing it, cannot be authenticated." Both Howe 
and Lossing, in their illustrations of the ruined church after the fire 
show the marl blocks entirely separate, and the present smooth appear¬ 
ance oi the walls is manifestly due to a heavy application of stucco over 
the entire surface. There is also no evidence of fusion between the marl 
blocks forming the exposed foundation of the former north wing. 

7 he old church’s bell, traditionally given by Queen Anne, is still in 
use. As it is inscribed “County of York, Virginia, 1725,” while good 
Queen Anne died in 1714, this tradition, like similar ones attached to 
other colonial church furnishings of even later periods, cannot be sub¬ 
stantiated. One writer relates that the bell was broken in the fire of 
1814 and the fragments laid aside in the vestry room, although it is 
obvious that no vestry room could have existed after the fire." Since 
Howe reported in 1846 that the bell had been preserved while the 
church was m rums, it seems more likely that the breakage occurred 
during the Civil War. In support of this conclusion, we find another 
account which ascribes the bell’s destruction to a magazine explosion 
during McClellan’s occupation of Yorktown, which damaged the 
belfry and allowed the bell to fall." Both versions agree that the frag- 
ments were carried off, presumably by Federal soldiers, but were found 
in 1 hiladelphia in 1882 and identified by the inscription. As a result 
the old bell was recast in its original form out of the same metal and 
restored to duty in 1889." 

An even greater treasure than this historic bell is the ancient com¬ 
munion service of Hampton Parish, which is still in use at Grace 
Church. This service consists of a chalice and flagon of antique ham¬ 
mered silver, made in London in 1649, both pieces being inscribed 
Hampton parrish in Y orke County in Verginia.” 

Old Grace Church was embellished in ^26 by the addition of a 
belfry, doorway and small rose window, for none of which any close 
precedent can be found in existing Virginia colonial churches. Five 
years later, its ch urchyard wall was rebuilt in colonial style, in its 

41 Meade, Old Churches and Families of Virginia, I, 204. 

43 Micou, Colonial Churches of Virginia, 130. 

4 - Stoudt, Nicholas Martiau, the Adventurous Huguenot, 97. 

44 Micou, Colonial Churches of Virginia, 130. 
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original location, and the church’s interior was greatly beautified, al¬ 
though not in any sense authentically restored, since nothing is known 
of the church’s original arrangement. # . 

In order to trace the story of the other colonial parishes in York 
County, we must revert to the early days of their establishment. The 
Indian massacre of 1622 left the settlers in fear of further depredations 
bv the savages, while the colony’s weakened condition seemed to invite 
attack by the Spaniards. It was therefore proposed by the general court 
of Virginia, on 13th January, 1626/7, to place a garrison at Chiskiack, 
both as a convenient point from which “to annoy the Indians ’ and as 
“a good retreate, in case wee may have beene overpowered by too 
powerfull a forreine enemy.”" The first actual settlement at this pomt 
«cems to have been made in October, 1630," in response to an act of 
assembly passed a year earlier, providing for a company of twenty- 
seven men to be sent to plant corn at Chiskiack and settle there. 

This settlement, the earliest recorded in Y'ork County, was made a 
parish by act of assembly of January, 1639/40, under the name of 
Chiskiack. The parish bounds, as laid down in this act, extended from 
Morgan’s Creek to Scimino Creek, along Charles River, and included 
the new settlement of Middle Plantation. The act directed the 
parishioners of Chiskiack “with all convenient speed” to build a parish 
church and provide themselves with “an able and conformable min¬ 
ister,” beside laying out two hundred acres of glebe land, “whereon to 
build a parson’s house.”" 

In apparent conflict with the above record of Chiskiack Parish s 
creation in 1639/40, there is recorded a land grant of 29th July, 1635, 
to George Keith, “pastor of Chiskiack,”" and there is also documentary 
proof that Anthony Panton was inducted as rector of both Y'ork and 
Chiskiack in January, 1637/8. 30 These records illustrate the fact that 
the act of assembly erecting a parish was, very often, merely the official 
recognition.of thc c.xistence of a parish organization which had already 
been f unctioning for several years. This is evident from the large num¬ 
ber of coionial parishes that came into being and had active existence, 
without anv recorded legislative action either initiating or connrming 
their parochial status. ___ 

*'• Mcllwaine, Minutes of Council and General Court, 136. 

** William and Mary Quarterly (I), XXIV, 27. 

limine, Statutes at Large, I, 139. 

4< William and Mary Quarterly (3), IV, 135. 
c> Nu^rni, Cavaliers and Pioneers, I, 29. 

w Virginia Historical Magazine, XIII, 376 - , 
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The Rev. Anthony Panton was the victim of an atrocious persecu¬ 
tion by Governor John Harvey, as the result of the minister’s having 
called Richard Kemp, secretary of the colony, a “jackanapes,” with 
other disparaging remarks. 51 For this offense, Panton was banished on 
October 8, 1638, on pain of death if he returned, and his property and 
tythes were confiscated. Not the least amazing record in the case is a 
letter from the governor, dated 19th March, 1638/9, which reads: 
“You the parishioners of Chiskiack, I desire you to shell the tithe com 
now in your custody, because I shall have occasion to transport it by 
water for my use at Jamestown” and is signed “Your loving friend, 
John Harvey.” 51 Panton was later vindicated and restored to his parish 
by Governor Sir Francis Wyatt, Harvey’s successor. 53 

Since the official accounts of this strange episode reveal that the act 
of 1639/40 was prompdy obeyed, in regard to the provision of a “par¬ 
son’s house,” ** it seems fair to assume that the parish church also 
ordered by the act was actually built soon after the above date. Nothing 
is known of this first Chiskiack Church’s site or type of construction, 
but it was probably a frame building and may have stood by the river, 
in the area between King’s Creek and Morgan’s Creek, near the first 
settlement at Chiskiack. It seems probable that this was the church in 
which George Hopkins, minister, is recorded as having been buried in 
1645, since the account of his estate indicates that he was minister of 
Chiskiack in 1643-5“ 

In March, 1642/3, the parish name was changed to Hampton, ap¬ 
parently without reference to the same name already applied to Hamp¬ 
ton River in the neighboring county of Elizabeth City.“ A plausible ex¬ 
planation of the change is suggested by the early records, in which the 
name Chiskiack appears in no less than twenty-five different spellings. 
These range from the earliest recorded version, Kiskyake, to a later cor¬ 
rupted form, Cheescake, which persisted as the accepted tide of the 
parish church more than two centuries after its official abandonment 
as the name of the parish. 57 

In response to an act of assembly of 1696, permitting the weaker 
parishes to unite with others,“ the two small parishes of York and 

51 Mcllwaine, Minutes of Council and General Court, 481. 

52 Virginia Historical Magazine, XIV, 189. 

“ Ibid., X, 265. 

*lbid„ V, 127. 

55 Tork County Wills, Deeds, 1645-1649, II, 8g. 

M Hening, Statutes at Large, I, 251. 

57 Meade, Old Churches and Families of Virginia, I, 197. 

58 Hening, Statutes at Large, III, 151. 
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Hampton were consolidated by order of council dated 8th February, 
1706, and the combined parish was named Yorkhampton. 59 The still 
smaller parish of Martin’s Hundred, in James City County, was added 
to Yorkhampton Parish in 1712. 80 

The first Chiskiack Parish Church seems to have been replaced, 
about 1700, by a brick church in a more central location on the ridge 
between Felgate’s and King’s Creeks. 81 The new building, always 
known as Cheescake Church, stood on the west side of the old highway 
from Williamsburg to Yorktown, about five miles from the former town 
and eight miles from the latter. Cheescake Church was abandoned by 
its congregation during the early years of the nineteenth century, and 
was finally taken over in 1825 by a Campbellite Baptist organization. 
They were “locked out” by the original Episcopalian occupants of the 
building in 1833, and built a new frame church near the present 
Lebanon Church. 63 Old Cheescake Church survived in a ruinous con¬ 
dition until the Civil War, when it was tom down to furnish bricks for 
the chimneys of Federal officers’ winter quarters at Williamsburg. 63 

The site of this old church now lies within the Naval Mine Depot, 
which includes about half of the old Williamsburg-Yorktown highway. 
The churchyard is located a quarter mile south of the crossroads known 
in modem times as Charles Comer, which is exactly five miles west of 
the south entrance to the Mine Depot. The old church’s foundation 
can be approximately located with a sounding rod and indicates a 
building about sixty feet by thirty feet, inside. Old bricks on the site 
measure 8^4" by 4^4" by 2^4" in size, and some are glazed. 

Like many other ancient church cites in Virginia, the churchyard is 
carpeted with white-flowering periwinkle (Vinca minor). It is filled 
with unmarked graves and there are a few tombstones dated around 
the year 1900. It was used as a burying ground by negroes after the 
Civil War, and their graves have markers of plank, crudely carved into 
the shape of a human head and shoulders, as seen in Plate 47. 

In contrast to the official establishment of Chiskiack Parish in 1640, 
no enactment can be found for the creation of New Poquoson Parish, 
but the first recorded mention of it seems to occur in the will of Benja¬ 
min Syms, dated in February, 1634/5. "ill, founding the first 

58 Tyler's Quarterly, IX, 210. 

80 Mcllwaine, Executive Journals of Council, III, 316. 

81 Ibid., I, 260. 

“Rev. J. V. Lilly, Newport News Daily Press, July 31, 1938. 
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free school in America, restricts its benefits to “the adjoining parishes 

of Poquoson and Elizabeth City.” 64 

The early existence of New Poquoson Parish, as well as that of its 
church, is also substantiated by the will of Anthony 'l onge, citizen an 
grocer of London, which is dated 23rd February, 1635/6, and leaves 
500 pounds of tobacco “to the church of the newe Poquoson in Vir¬ 
ginia. 65 Another early reference to the parish is found in a land patent 
of 14th December, 1639, to Peter Rigby, for 100 acres “in the parish of 

New Poquoson.” 66 . _ 

The earliest occurrence of New Poquoson Parish in the 'i ork County 
records appears to be dated 20th December, 1645, when Thomas 
Waldoe was presented by the “church wardens of the New Poquoson 
for “an abuse of the minister and the church and refusing to receive the 
sacrament.” 67 The General Court minutes record that the minister in 
question had been inducted for Poquoson Parish on the 20th February, 

1644/s- 63 He is known to have been the Reverend Charles Grimes 
Unlike the other early parishes of York County, New Poquoson Par¬ 
ish was never combined with another parish to form a larger one. but 
like them, it underwent a change of name. This change was authorized 
on Dec. 11, 1692, bv the House of Burgesses which decreed that upon 
the peticon of the parishioners of new Poquoson m the county of \ orke, 
it is ordered that from henceforth forever hereafter the s pish shal be 
called and named Charles Parish and the s» Pish Church shall be called 
and named Charles Church. And the River formerly-called new 
poquoson River shall from time to time and at all times hereafter be 
called, named & written, Charles River.” 63 This order was ineffective 
with regard to the river, which is called Poquoson River to this day, 
but in regard to church and parish it was evidently only the official con¬ 
firmation of a change already contemplated. This is shown by a procla¬ 
mation recorded in the county annals, nearly ten years previous to the 
above order, endorsed “Published by me the subscribed the 17th day of 
Tune 1683 in Charles Church, John Metcalfe, parish clerk. ' 

One of the two surviving colonial church records of \ork County, 
already mentioned, is the register of Charle s Parish, which has recently 

&* William and Mary Quarterly (a), XX, 23. 

65 Virginia Historical Magazine, XV, * 77 - 
60 Nugent, Cavaliers and Pioneers, I, 124. 

6 * Y or k County Wills, Deeds, i 645 - 49 > H* 55 - 
6® Virginia Historical Magazine, VIII, 72. 

69 William and Mary Quarterly (1), XX, 192. 
to Tork County Deeds, Orders, Wills, 1677-1684, VI, 509. 


fork County Churches 


231 


“rvL" preserved and cove, an 

name was once ch s ■ , f “New Pocowson”, found in 

by ,he Genera, £ 

,1 .0,. 7= “Conclusive proof of this error has been secured 

ihrcmgh 'comparison with a photostatic copy of the original fist in t e ^ 

^Confi^att^'the ^r^istence of a church bmlding for New 
PnminsMi Parish as suggested by Anthony Yonges will of ibjo, b 
found in a mutilated court order dated only ten years ‘ater, oathe^g* 

I tnuarv 1645 '6. apparendy in connection with a bequest by Humph 
rrv Haumore to the "pish Church of the New Powquoson pish. • 

"‘The first indication of the location of this early B given 

bv a court order dated 25th July, 1648, condemning 

Eoin e fishing on Sunday, to build “a sufficient bridge over a swamp, 

the road involved being “the church way. 5 SinCe 0 f Cap- 

described in the order as leading across the swamp to the land of Cap 
tain Christopher Calthorpe, it is evident that this fin* New 
Church was built on Thorpland plantation, patented by him as early 

" -IvA confirmed by the will of James Calthorpe, son of Captain 
Christopher Calthorpe, which was proved in 1688 and gave 
parish of New Poquoson a lot 200 feet square ‘’for the use of the church 
where the church now sta nds.” 77 It seems probable however, that the 
Thun h mentioned in this will was the successor of the original crude 
structure of t6 3 6 and had been built o n the original church s site, a w 

Bril, Register of Charles Parish. 

•7 Colonial Records of Virginia, 103. 

7 i It’i’IIium end Mary Quarterly (a), XVII, 466. ___—— ‘ 
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„ nrlor to the rift of this site to the parish, as recorded abrne. 

, P n° W sueeSed by a judgment of 24* January, .682 3. 
^ted to churchward el of the nU Poquoson Parish against the 
StTte of Stc late Robert Everitt, “being a donation of the deceased to¬ 
wards the buad ®8 c °[ha t e Second New Poquoson Church, sshirh b 

11 se ® nS l . b n t about x 682, and which later became know n 
assumed to have been built about 1002 building on the 

- >,> 

same site. This is indica , b 0 { tbe upper and lower 

records o! a oentrove^ £ 6lh M„.h. 

preemets of the pans , «T> eoaremen t or Building of a Church m 
i7 o6 / 7 , to consult about the *£££££* in a deadlock and the 
the Aforesaid Pamsh. The meeting r^. lhr 

final unseating of two ^council to 

vestry was ordered to appear before G««wJ» ‘J?. ^ lhc vW 

settle the question of bud ing ^ was electc d soon afterward, 

was still equally divided. f least in opposing 

whose members were J b om they attempted to remove 

their rector, the Rev. J . ’ . • » Although not one of the 

by « 

inducted clergy, Mr. bclater P but in the heat of this new 

the^church’s rebuddin, » - 

ago, and its ruined walls left where they feR 1 he la ^ ^ ^ Ro , 
in the old church was by the R^ J Elizabeth City preached 

MarkXhevers of the in l82 8, indicating that the 

from house to_ house in Charles r .. therefore, that its de- 

church was no longer in service. ^ ars l8o o and iK-'K and 

struction by fire took P la « deta Ued government topographs - 

probably prior to l8lS ’ .^veac does not show the church, although 

“ e “ 

indicated. 82 ___— - - 
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The site of Charles Parish Church has recently been acquired by the 
Association for the Preservation of Virginia Antiquities. It is situated 
on the old road from Hampton to Yorktown, about a quarter mile 
west of the site of the historic Halfway House, a colonial tavern midway 
between the two towns. The churchyard acre formerly was covered bv 
a dense thicket of young trees, but has now been cleared, revealing the 
usual ground cover of white-flowering periwinkle. The old church’s 
foundation, long hidden by a mound of old bricks and earth, has been 
excavated and found to be that of a brick church about fiftv-five bv 
twenty-four feet inside, with walls twenty-one inches thick. An unusual 
feature, difficult to explain, is a nine-inch offset in the middle of the 
east end wall. This old foundation has been preserved from further 
decay by a concrete coping, and it is hoped that some later excavation 
may be done in order to locate the two ministers’ graves in the chancel. 

_ 7 . The . Yorktown Branch of the .Association for the Preservation of 
Virginia Antiquities has recently placed at the site a handsome stone 
marker, bearing a bronze tablet commemorating this early parish and 
church. It is regrettable that the inscription on this tablet perpetuates 
the copyist s error as to “New Towson” parish, and that the dates given 
for the parish’s founding and change of name are both eight to ten 
years too late. * “ — —• 

Another early church building in York Countv was that of Marston 
Parish, which was formed out of the upper portion of Chiskiack Parish 
from the head of the north side of Queen’s creeke as high as to the 
head of Scimino creek” by an act of assembly of November, 1654“ 
The exact date of construction of this old church is unknown, but the 
Aork County records show that in 1657 Major Joseph Croshaw gave to 
Marston Parish one acre of his plantation Poplar Neck, near Indian 
fields, for a churchyard, on which stood the church already erected for 
this parish. 8 * This church is evidently the one mentioned in a deed 
recorded at Yorktown in 1716, from William Jones to Richard Easter 
for forty- acres “at a place called Indian field, upon the branches of a 
swamp issuing out of Queen’s creek, beginning at a corner red oak 
near the Old Church ... and from thence running down John 

Branch’’" 6 l ° 3 P ° Plar ^ thC hCad ° f thC ° ld Church S P rir >g 

83 Hening, Statutes at Large, I, 3 83 . 
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In the opinion of Dr. Lyon G. Tyler, Marston Church stood “near 
Maeruder Village, about five miles north of W ilhamsburg, at t e ea 
^ Queen’s creek” where “at the edge of a wood north of Magruder 

are tombstones and scattered glazed bncU^^f 
nrobable rite of a church The site, which as Dr. Tyler states else 
'where, is marked by old tombstones of the Garrett family, stiU mmam- 
W has been visited and found to be actually at the head of Carte 
Creek and onlv four miles from Williamsburg. 1 It ^s however near 
enough to the branches of Haring Swamp, “issuing out [from the north 
side] of Queen’s creek,” to agree with the location given for the Old 

Church” in the Jones deed of 1716. . 

No enactment s'etting up Middle Plantation as a parish has been 

aro-e between the vestries of these two parishes, which was settled by 
county court order of 25th August, 1656, confirming Marston s origin 

b °Middk Plantation Parish, which >v entirely, in .the present York 
Co^mtyfsvas combined with Harrop Parish in James Cuv Coun^y 

either 

Parish Vis deed, from Ralph Simkins and wife to Samuel tenn is 

to be built arrordi ng to its model, as brought out m a l a ter chap_ter.- 

“ Tyler’s Quarterly, I, 26 a. / 

* 7 William and Mary Quarterly (r)>W, y t- / 
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Middletown and Marston Parishes were united in 1674,, by act of 
assembly, and the consolidated parish was called Bruton. - This name 
seems to have been derived from the ancestral home of the Ludwell 
family and the Governor, Sir William Berkeley, both of whom came 

from Bruton in County Somerset, England. 93 „ , , 

In the same year, Thomas Claiborne (son of the noted Colonel 
William Claiborne) and his wife Sarah (daughter of Samuel Fen , 
mentioned in the early deed above) made a deed conveying the wife s 
share of Ralph Simkins’ land at Middle Plantation, again excepting 
the “two acres on wch the Parish Church of Bruton now standeth, for¬ 
merly given by Ralph Simkins to the parishioners of Bruton I his 
deed, in association with the earlier one already quoted definitely iden¬ 
tifies the former Middletown Parish Church, at Middle Plantation as 
the first Bruton Church. Its exact location is not known, but it is pos¬ 
sible that it occupied the same site as the present church, under w hich 
at its restoration in 1905, traces of the foundation of an earlier building 

We No d v^ e book of either Middletown or S Parish has been 
found, but'the latter’s register of births and deaths was continued as 
the register of the new Bruton Parish, and is still preserved. It is in a 
mutilated condition, the births from 1662 to j. 739 . and the deaths from 
1751 to 1792 having been torn out of the front and back of the book 
respectively. 94 A vestry book was started for Bruton Parish, when it was 
formed in'1674, which disappeared after the Civil War and h^ never 
been found.* Fortunately for our knowledge of the parish ^tory 
old vestry book was once in the hands of the Rev. John C. McCabe, 
well-known church historian, who published extensive extracts from 

U According to Dr. McCabe, the first entry in this vestry book, dated 
\pril 18 1674. referred to the purchase of a glebe. In November,.1677, 
the vestry decided not to repair the upper and lower churches m the 
parish, but “that a New Church should be built with b " ck > t 
Middle Plantation.” It seems probable that the upper church 
tioned was Marston Church, and that the lower one was the old Mid 

« William and Mary Quarterly (1), HI, 17 °- 

93 Tyler, Williamsburg, 94. 

94 Ibid., 96. . „ . _ 

^-"Goodwin, Bruton Church Restored, 44, ° 9 - 
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